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Art Unit: 2616 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Please include the new Art Unit 2616 in the caption or heading of any written or 
facsimile communication submitted after this Office Action because the Examiner, who 
was assigned to Art Unit 2615, will be assigned to new Art Unit 2616. Your cooperation 
in this matter will assist in the timely processing of the submission and is appreciated by 
the Office. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed Sept. 07, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In re pages 9-10, applicant argues that combining the teachings of Le relating to 

a procedure for compressing/decompressing packet headers with the teachings of 

Agraharam relating to including metadata that is useful for indexing in a packet does not 

teach or suggest the current invention, because, inter alia, the combination does not 

teach or suggest storing in a persistent medium stored packets that respectively consist 

of the payloads of RIP packets and also stored RIP timestamps, which are derived 

from the RTP timestamps contained in the headers of the RTP packets as set forth in 

independent claims 1 , 8, 13, and 20 as the claims that depend therefrom. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The examiner has pointed out 

ft 

what each of the prior art references teaches and has indicated how and why these 
references would have been combined to arrive at the claimed invention. Applicant 
cannot show non-obviousness by attacking the references individually where, as here, 
the rejection is based on a combination of references. In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
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USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). As discussed in the last Office Action, Le discloses the 
claimed generating RTP timestamp derived from the corresponding received RTP 
packets received RTP timestamp (col. 29, lines 7-20) and does not specifically disclose 
the claimed storing in a persistent medium, a stored record as stored packets of which 
each corresponds to a respective one of the received RTP packets. Agraharam et al 
teaches that RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on demand (page 2, 
paragraph #0025). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the capability of storing the RTP packets 
as taught by Agraharam et al into Le's system in order to store the RTP packets and 
later retrieve on demand. Agraharam et al cited only to suggest the capability of storing 
RTP packets. A reference must be considered not only for what it expressly teaches, 
but also for what is fairly suggests. In re Burckel, 592 F.2d 1 175, 201 USPQ 67 (CCPA 
1979). The artisan is presumed to know something about the art apart from what 
references literally disclose. In re Jacoby, 309 F.2d 513, 135 USPQ 317 (CCPA 1962). 
The superior of storing RTP packets for later retrieving on demand as taught by 
Agraharam et al is all that would be needed to motivate the artisan to store the RTP 
packets of Le. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le 
(US 6,300,887 B1) in view of Agraharam et al (US 2001/00421 14 A1 ) as set forth in the 
last Office Action. 

Regarding claim 1 , Le discloses a method for compressing header of the RTP 
packets (Fig. 2) comprising: 

receiving RTP packets (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24), of which each 
includes a received RTP payload and a respective received RTP timestamp; and 

compressing RTP timestamp derived from the corresponding received RTP 
packet's received RTP timestamp (col. 29, lines 7-20). However, Le does not 
specifically disclose the claimed receiving a received record and, in response to the 
received record, storing in a persistent medium a stored record as stored packets of 
which each corresponds to a respective one of the received RTP packets. 

Agraharam et al teaches that RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on 
demand (page 2, paragraph #0025). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of storing the RTP packets as taught by 
Agraharam et al into Lee's system in order to store the RTP packets and later retrieve 
on demand. 

Regarding claim 2, Le also discloses the claimed wherein the stored RTP 
timestamp in each stored packet equals to the received RTP timestamp contained in the 
respective received RTP packet (col. 29, lines 7-20). 
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Regarding clainn 3, Agraliarann et al teaches the claimed wherein the format of 
the stored packet is that of the corresponding received RTP packet (page 2, paragraph 
#0025). 

Regarding claim 4, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed wherein: 

the received and stored records contain audio data (page 2, paragraph #0025); 

and 

the method further includes retrieving the stored record and playing it In 
accordance with the stored timestamps contained therein (page 2. paragraph #0032). 
Regarding claim 5, Agraharam et al discloses the claimed wherein: 
the received and stored records contain video data (page 2, paragraph #0032); 

and 

the method further includes retrieving the stored record and playing it in 
accordance with the stored timestamps contained therein (page 2. paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 6, Le discloses the claimed wherein the method additionally 
includes: 

receiving a second received record in second RTP packets containing audio 
data, each second RTP packet including a received RTP payload and a respective 
received RTP timestamp (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and col. 30. lines 13- 
26); and 

compressing RTP timestamp (col. 29, lines 7-20) and Agraharam et al teaches 
that the second RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on dennand (page 2, 
paragraph #0025); retrieving the second stored record (page 2, paragraph #0032); and 
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playing the second stored record simultaneously with the first-mentioned stored record 
in accordance with the stored timestamps contained in the second stored record (page 
2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 7, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed retrieving the stored 
record and transmitting in accordance with the timestamp in each recorded packet a 
corresponding transmitted RTP packet including a transmitted RTF timestamp and 
including payload the same as that of the recorded packet to which that transmitted 
packet corresponds (page 2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 8, Le discloses a method for compressing header of the RTP 
packets (Fig. 2) comprising: 

taking samples of time-dependent data (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8- 
24); and 

compressing the timestamps of RTP packets whose payloads represent the 
samples values and whose timestamp represent the times at which the first samples in 
their respective payloads were taken (local timer 103 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and 
col. 29, lines 7-20). However, Le does not specifically disclose the claimed storing a 
record of the data in a persistent medium as stored RTP packets. 

Agraharam et al teaches that RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on 
demand (page 2, paragraph #0025). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of storing the RTP packets as taught by 
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Agraharam at al into Lee's system in order to store the RTP packets and later retrieve 
on demand. 

Regarding claim 9, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed wherein: 
the sampled data are audio data (page 2, paragraph #0025); and 
the method further includes retrieving the stored RTP and playing the audio data 

in accordance with the stored packets' RTP timestamps (page 2, paragraph #0032). 
Regarding claim 10, Agraharam et al discloses the claimed wherein: 
the sampled data are video data (page 2, paragraph #0032); and 
the method further includes retrieving the stored RTP packets and playing the 

video data in accordance with the stored packets' RTP timestamps (page 2, paragraph 

#0032). 

Regarding claim 11 , Le discloses the claimed 

concurrently with taking the samples of the video data, taking sample of audio 
data, each second RTP packet including a received RTP payload represent the audio 
samples' value and whose timestamps represents the times at which the first samples 
in their respective payloads were taken (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and 
col. 30, lines 13-26 and local timer 103 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and col. 29, lines 7- 
20); and 

Agraharam et al teaches that the second RTP packets can be stored and later 
retrieved on demand (page 2, paragraph #0025); retrieving the second stored record 
(page 2, paragraph #0032); and playing the second stored record simultaneously with 
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the first-mentioned stored record in accordance with the stored timestamps contained in 
the second stored record (page 2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 12, Agraharam et a! teaches the claimed retrieving the stored 
record and transmitting in accordance with the RTP timestamp in each recorded packet 
a corresponding transmitted RTP packet including a transmitted RTP timestamp and 
further including payload that is the same as that of the recorded packet to which that 
transmitted packet corresponds (page ^; paragraph #0032). 

Apparatus claims 13-19 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding method claims 1-7 above. 

Apparatus claims 20-24 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding method claims 8-12 above. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning tills communication or earlier communications from tfie 
examiner should be directed to Thai Iran whose telephone number is (703) 305-4725. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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